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ABSTRACT
Reported are results of a 1970 survey of 1,996 public

elementary and secondany schools, representative of the nation's
81,000 local public schools, to determine the numbers of professional
staff serving the following groups of handicapped pupils: speech
impaired, learning disabled, mentally retarded, emotionally
disturbed, hard of hearing, deaf, crippled, partially sighted, and
blind. Data are reported for three instructional situations: teachers
of separate special classes, regular teachers who provide special
instruction in regular classes, and specialized professional
personnel who provide individualized instruction or assistance.
Conclusions of the report include findings which indicate provision
of special instruction for pupils with learning disabilities by an
estimated 123,000 professional personnel of which two-thirds are
regular teachers, provision of special instruction for the mentally
retarded by an estimated 102,500 professional personnel, pupil staff
ratios in special classes ranging from 69 pupils per staff member for
the speech impaired to 6 students per staff member for the blind, and
pupil staff ratios for individualized special instruction ranging
from 15 students per staff member for the speech impaired to 2
students per staff member for the hard of hearing, the partially
sighted, and the blind. Appendixes provide information on general
methodology, sampling reliability and tables, and the relevant
questionnaire items and definitions. (DB)
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FOREWORD

This is one of a se ries of reports being prepared by the Office of
Education's National Center for Educational Statistics (NCES) on pro-
vision of instruction to handicapped pupils in local public schools. Two
summary reports have already presented,statistics on numbers of, and
modes of instructing, handicapped pupils. A fourth report will present
basic statistics on each of the nine handicaps for which data were
collected.

Reports in this series 'are based on results of the spring 1970
School Staffing Survey, which was developed and directed by Leslie
J. Silverman and A. Stafford Metz of the Educational Manpower
Statistics 13ranch, NCES, under supervision of Boyd Ladd, Assistant
Director for Statistical Development, NCES.

Partial data on the handicapped, drawn from this survey, have
appeared in several earlier publications, including Mental Retardation
Source Book of the Department of Health, Education, and Welfare,
DREW Publication No. (OS) 73-81; Estimates and Projections of
Special Target Group Pppulations in Public Elementary and Secondary
Schools, prepared by Joseph Frounikin, Inc. , for the President's
Commission on School Finance; and "Numbers of Pupils with Specific
Learning, Disabilities in Local Public Schools in the United States:
Spring 1970," appearing in Minimal Brain 1.)y_slunction, Volume 205
of the Annals of the New York Academy of Sciences.

I be statistical information on staff providing special instruction
or assitance to handicapped pupils in public schools summarized in this
publication t.vas developcd for, and in coupe ration with, the Office of
Ed-o:zition's bureau Education for the Handicappedcappiql ( BEM. Sample

sti r Otjt'thir S /.1 collecti.on, and tabulation were
CLO1d11(111,H uiH r coot ra,:t by Westat, Inc, Rockville, Md. Subsequent

yarr:e:: wit iuo-icr t by the Research "1:riangle Institute,
Rest ru, Pa r L:, N. C.

In .o:dition to turni-diin:, partial financial Jupliort for In portion
produ:ed data for this report, 1A',11 provided



professional personnel who contributed significantly to both survey
design and data analysis. We arc grateful to the many public school
principals who took time from their very busy days to complete the
questionnaires, and to the coordinator in each State department of
education who made the data collection possible.

Marjorie 0. Chandler
Acting Director, Division of
Statistical Information and Studies

VI

Dorothy Gilford
Assistant Commissioner for
Educational Statistics
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INTRODUCTION

This report examines and seeks to clarify the extent to which
professional staff in local public schools serve the handicapped.
Professional personnel assisting the handicapped are presented in
three instructional situations: (l) teachers of separate (special)
classes, (2) regular teachers who provide special instruction in
regular classes, and (3) specialized professional personnel who
provide individualized instruction or assistance. In addition, pupil -
teacher ratios are presented for teachers of separate classes and for
professional personnel who provided individualized instruction or
assistance. Relevant information is provided for nine groups of
handicapped pupils: speech impaired, learning disabled, mentally
retarded, emotionally disturbed, hard of hearing, deaf, crippled,
partially sighted, and blind.

The study did not collect data on certification in special education.
It is unlikely that, in most cases, regular teachers who provided
special instruction in regular classes had received extensive training
in working with handicapped pupils. It is believed that certification is
more common among the other two groups, but the extent of certi-
fication is not known.

Data in this report are derived from responses by local public
school principals to the 1970 School Staffing Survey. The survey
sample of local public schools was drawn from a population stratified
on three characteristics (school level, location, and enrollment size),
and involved approximately 2,000 schools (in districts with enrollments
of 300 or more) representative of the 81,000 such schools in the
United States. Special schools with enrollment limited to handicapped
pupils and operated by local public school systems had the same chance
of being included in the sample as did all other schools of the same
level, location, and enrollment size. Private schools, State-operated
schools, and schools operated by intermediate school districts were
not included in the survey. (See appendix A for details of the survey
methodology.)



HOW MANY PROFESSIONAL PERSONNEL PROVIDED SPECIAL
INSTRUCTION OR ASSISTANCE IN THE DIFFERENT

INSTRUCTIONAL SITUATIONS?

An estimated 123, 000 professional personnel provided some form
of special instruction or assistance to pupils with specific learning
disabilities.I/ Of this number, about two-thirds were regular teachers
who provided special instruction in regular classes; only one-third
were either teachers of special classes or specialized professional
personnel who provided individualized instruction,-2/ (See table 1.
Full-time equivalents /FTE's/ of teachers of separate classes are pre-_
sented in table 2. )

Other handicapped groups to which sizable numbers of professional
personnel were assigned were the mentally retarded, the speech
impair, and the emotionally disturbed. For the mentally retarded,
there were 102, 500 professional personnel, of whom 53 percent
(about 54, 000) were teachers of separate classes. An additional
41 percent were regular teachers and only 6 percent were staff who
provided individualized instruction. For the speech-impaired, the
estimated number of professional personnel was 96, 700, distributed
nearly equally among the three instructional situations. For the
emotionally disturbed, there were an estimated 74,100 professional
personnel. These professionals were distributed among all three
instructional situations, as were those working with the learning
disabled.

Local public schools reported relatively small numbers of pro-
fessional personnel serving the hard of hearing, the deaf, the partially
sighted, the blind, and the crippled. Except for those serving the deaf,
most of these individuals were regular leachers providing special

1/ See appendix C for definitions of types of handicaps.

2/ Some duplication may have occurred in reporting numbers of staff
for the di.ferent types of handicapped pupils. Personnel reported
as part-time teachers of separate (special) classes in sonic instances
tnay have been reported also under those providing individualized
instruction. The findings on regular teachers providing special
instruction in regular classes and on the full-time equivalents of
staff presented in the following section are not affected by possible
duplication.



instruction in regular classes (table 3/

For each of the handicapping conditions, with the exception of
blindness, elementary schools tended to have more professional
personnel than did secondary schools; this situation generally paralleled
the larger number of handicapped pupils found in each of the handi-
capping conditions at that level. L/

WHAT WERE THE PUPIL-STAFF RATIOS FOR INSTRUCTION
PROVIDED IN SEPARATE CLASSES?

Table 2 presents the ratios of handicapped pupils receivin
instruction in separate (special) classes to full-time equivalents/ of
professional staff instructing handicapped pupils in separate classes.
The highest pupil-staff ratios were for the speech impaired (69 pupils
per staff member) and for the learning disabled (24 pupils per staff
member). The remaining ratios were lower, ranging from 13 for the
mentally retarded to 6 for the blind.

Pupil-staff ratios for elementary and secondary schools tended
to be similar for the handicapping conditions. Elementary schools did
have a higher ratio for speech-impaired pupils (73 compared with 46),
and lower ratios for learning-disabled (21 compared with 35) and
crippled pupils (10 compared with 17).

3/ Caution should be exerted when calculating a total figure for staff
for the handicapped. An estimated total of 464,200 was derived when
summing staff for the individual handicaps. However, this estimate
was probably somewhat larger than the actual number, because of
possible duplication in reporting staff for the different types of
handicap. Principals, who reported separately the number of pro-
fessional staff instructing pupils in each of nine handicapping
conditions, were not asked to giVe the total number of professional
staff for all pupils with any handicapping condition.

4/ For data on numbers of handicapped pupils in these schools, see
Number of Pupils with Handicaps in Local Public Schools, Spring
1970, U.S. Department of Health, Education, and Well-are, Office of
Education, DHEW No. (OE) 73-11107.

5/ Full-time equivalents of full-time and part-time assignments.
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WHAT WERE THE PUPIL-STAFF RATIOS FOR INDIVIDUALIZED
SPECIAL INSTRUCTION OR ASSISTANCE?

Ratios of handicapped pupils receiving individualized special
instruction or assistance to specialized professional personnel providing
individualized special instruction or assistance are provided in table 3.
The highest ratio (15) was for the speech impaired. The ratios for the
other handicaps were less than half that of the speech impaired,
ranging from 7 for the learning disabled and the emotionally disturbed
to 2 for the hard of hearing, the partially sighted, and the blind.

In general, elementary and secondary schools showed similar
pupil-staff ratios, Elementary schools did, however, show a higher
ratio for speech impairment (17 compared with 9), and a lower ratio
for mental retardation (3 compareU with 11).
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Table 7., --Handicapped pupils in public scheols who received all
or part of their instruction in separate (special) classes,
FTE,'sli of professional staff who provided this instruction,
and numbers of handicapped pupils per 1,"I'F, staff providing
this instruction, by type of handicapped pupils taught and by
level of school: 50 States and 1), C. , spring 1970

)

l'ype .3i IL En,11-: App
plApilsL tanie,ht

Number of
handic Ivo ti

pupils receiving
3r0;truction in

p.Ir

VI C s of professional staff instructing
in separate (special) classes

Numbers of
bandicappod pupils

Nurnlie r per TF: staff providing
instruction in

separate classes

Sp,.'ccil iimpirt,d 6-13, 000 12, 300
Learning disabl91 118,000 17, 200
Mentally retaril,d ' :03, 000 4S, 000
1 :,1.torial1y di.turbrEi S3, 000 9,000
Hard if hearin, 10,00 1,200
D.,af 17,000 .2,300
C ripplt91 15, 000 1, 300
Partially L-iglited 5,000 i00
Mind 2,000 -100

EleMenta r) schools

Sp,LeLLh inipai,ed 77'1, 000 10, 700
1e.3rning dIL.F...-11,li fi 2S I, 000 11, 200
:`,1,2ntally retarded 3", 1, 000 22), i00
Idn,LAILLnally ili:L4t,tr'ped .?L'LL, 01,0 r,, 400
liar'''. ,,11-1,;-trin4 7,000 700
Dt at' I-1,000 1,900
Crippled 1.3, 000 500
P LrtiLL311L sii.: hted,
l',Iiild

3, 000
1, 000

300
200

ry

I ), 000 1, 000
1 ', 1, v1,L0 3, 'Lor,
L'H 1, i,,L,L0 11,700

09
24
13

9

9

7

12
8

73
21
12

9

')
7

10
9

7

10
iLL

11
! i, 0iLi, 2, 31)0 11

t1L142 31m

1, i,,,,,L Ii i;

ILI 100 17
i L, 21n:
I., 4)I ..!1_;i,'

I titi.t econvalent 01 lull. -time ctncl part-til assignments.
Handicapped pupils and professional staff in combined :schools, With
both elem,.'ntory and secondary g'a'le s, ;art, included in the "all

cati-,4hry but not in the detail by school



Table 3, -Handicapped pupils in local public schools who received indi-
vidualized special instruction or assistance from specialized
professional personnel, number of specialized professional
personnel who provided this instruction or assistance, and
number of handicapped pupils per staff providing this
instruction, by type of handicapped pupils taught and by level
of school: 50 States and D. C. spring 1970

Ey pe of ha rldi4:.append
pupils taught

Number of handicapped
pupils who received

individualized
special instruction

or assistance

Specialized professional personnel

Number

Number of handicapped
pupils per specialized
professional personnel
providing individualized

special instruction
All schools 1/

Speech impaired 462, 000 30, 200 15
Learning disabled , , 96, 000 13, 700 7
Mentally retarded . 33, 000 6, 200 5
Emotionally disturbed 95, 000 14, 000 7
Hard of hearing 13, 000 6, 700 2
Dc of 2, 000 800 3
Crippled 9, 000 .. 400 3

Partially sighted 6, 000 3, 300 2
Blind 3, 000 1, 800 2

Elementary schools
Speech impaired . . 384, 000 22, 800 17
Learning disabled . . 69, 000 10, 800 6
Mentally retarded . 15, 000 4, 500 3
Emotionally disturbed 64, 000 9, 500 7
Hard of hearing . . 9, 000 5, 200 2
Deaf 2, 000 700 3
Crippled 6, 000 2, 400 2
Partially sighted 4, 000 2, 100 2
Blind 2, 000 1, 000

. 2

Secondary schools
Speech impaired 60, 000 6, 600 9
Learning disabled 19, 000 2, 600 7
Mentally retarded 15, 000 1, 400 11
Emotionally disturbed 31, 000 4, 500 7
Hard of hearing 4, 000 1, 500 2
Deaf N 200 2
Crippled 4, 000 900 4
Partially sighted . 2, 000 1, 100 2
Blind 1, 000 900 2

1/ Pupils and professional staff in combined schools, with both
elementary and secondary grades, are included in the "all schools"
category but not in the detail by school level.

* Number greater than zero but less than 500.

8
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APPENDIX A
GENERAL METHODOLOGY

Source of Data

T1,e source of data for this report is the School Staffing Survey
conducted in the spring of 1970 by the National Center for .Educational
Statistics, Office of Education (OE), with support from OE's National
Center for the Improvement of Educational Systems and the Bureau of
Education for the Handicapped.

Design of the SurviLy

Data on handicapped pupils were collected in spring 1970 from a
survey sample of 1, 996 public elementary and secondary schools,
representative of tie Nation's 81,000 local public schools, by 3 strata:
school levelelementary and secondary; school location--large cities
(the 130 cities with 100, 000 or more population as of the 1960 census),
the metropolitan areas surrounding these cities, and all other areas
of the 50 States and the District of Columbia; and enrollment size- -
5 groups.

This was a subsample of the total School Staffing Survey sample
of 4,400 schools. Schools in systems enrolling fewer than 300 pupils
were excluded from the survey. These systems contained about
10 percent of all schools but less than 2 percent of all pupils in public
schools. Approximately 85 percent of the 1, 996 schools in this sub-
sample returned usable forms and arc the basis fur estimates of the
populations of schools and pupils.

Data in this report were gathered from school principals or
from members of the principals' immediate staffs.

10



APPENDIX B
SAMPLING RELIABILITY AND TABLES

Because the data in this report are derived from a sample, they
are subject to sampling variability. The sampling error is a measure
of sampling variability such that the chances are about 2 in 3 that an
estimate from the sample would differ from the rr-sult of a survey of
all schools using the same procedures by less than the sampling error.
The sampling error does not include systematic error or bias in the
data such as might affect the data in a complete survey. These notes
describe the method for deriving approximate measures of sampling
errors for data presented in this report.

1. Sampling error for number of professional personnel for the
handicapped (numerical columns in table 1)

This section presents procedures for determining estimates of
sampling error for estimates of the number of,professional personnel
for the different types of handicapped pupils according to school level.
Estimates of sampling error are found by reference to the percent of
schools that have professional personnel for the given condition
(table A). The relative sampling error for the percent of schools is
used for determining the sampling error and is found by looking in
table B under the appropriate percent-of-schools column and school-
level row (interpolate for percent of schools when necessary).

Example: Consider in table I the number of professional
personnel for the learning disabled (97, 000) in the
elementary schools category. Appendix table A shows
that an estimated 40 percent of all 56,900 elementary
schools provided special instruction to learning-
disabled pupils. Appendix table B shows that an esti-
mate of-the total number of pupils with specific
learning disabilities in the "all schools" category is
subject to an estimated relative sampling error of
8.7 percent (by interpolation) when 40 percent of the
schools in this category report giving special
instruction to learning-disabled pupils. lhe relative



sampling error (8. 7 percent) in this example, when
applied to the estimate of 97, 000 professional
personnel for the learning disabled in elementary
schools (. 087 x ,7,000), gives a sampling error of
about 8,000 teachers.

2. Sampling error for percent of professional personnel for the
handicapped providing instruction in the special modes of
instruction (percentage columns in table 1)

Sampling errors for estimated percents of professional personnel
for the handicapped in each of the special modes of instruction can he
estimated according to the following procedures:

For percents less than 20, use the relative errors provided in
table 13 for the numerator estimate:

Exatule: Table 1 estimates that 15 percent
(i. e. , 11,300 out of 74, 100) of teachers of the
emotionally disturbed in all schools taught in
separate, special classes. Appendix table A
shows that the 15-percent estimate was derived
from an estimated 24 percent of all 81,000
schools. Appendix table 13 reveals that, with
24 percent reporting, an estimate of the percent
of emotionally disturbed pupils in secondary
schools receiving part of their instruction in
separate, special classes is subject to an
estimated relative sampling error of 8.3 percent
(by interpolation). This relative sampling error,
when applied to the l5- percent estimate
(. 083 x . 1 5), gives a sampling error of 1 percent.

For percents greater than 20, use:

Relative error
Y

(X :=- 1 (relative error of X)2-(relative error of Y)
\i

12

2



Exam plc.: Table I shows that an estimated 40 percent(i. e. , 301 600 out of a 75,900 total) of teachers ofspeech-impaired pupils in elementary schools (Y)taught in separate classes (X). An estimated31 percent of elementary schools provided instructionin separate classes for speech-impaired pupils,while an estimated 77 percent provided these pupilswith special instruction (appendix table A), The valuesfor the relative sampling- errors obtained fromappendix table B by interpolation are approximatelyX = 6. 9 and Y = 5.0, and the relative sampling errorof the ratio is 4.8 percent (J(f,. 9)2- (5. 0)2 ),This error,- when applied to the estimated percentage-- of ektnentary school teachers of spec en-impairedpupils teaching in separate classes (. 048 x . 40), givessampling error of 1.9 percent.

3. Sampling errors for numbf!r of handicapped pupils per-staff(tables 2 and 3) are the following:

Type of
ha ndicapped
pupils taught

Sampling error e r staff
Numbers of handicappedNumbers of handicapped pupils per staffpupil per rfE staff providing instructionproviding instruction or assistance byin separate classes specialized professional(table 2) personnel (table 3)

All schools
Speech impaired 4
Learning disabled 2
Mentally retarded

)Emotionally disturbed
Hard of hearing

3
(*)Oeaf

Crippled 4
)Partially sighted 3
)Blind

3

A

(Continues ).

Sampling error greater than zero but less than 0.5 percent.

13



(Continued)

Type of
handicapped
pupils taught

Sampling error (pupils per staff!

Numbers of handicapped
pupils per FTE staff
providing instruction
in separate classes

(table 21

Numbers of handicapped
pupils per staff

providing instruction
or assistance by

specialized professional
personnel (table 3)

Elementary schools
Speech impaired
Learning disabled
Mentally retarded
Emotionally disturbed

5

3

2

1

Hard of hearing 4 (*)
Deaf 4 1

Crippled
Partially sighted 4 (*)
Blind 1

Secondary schools
Speech impaired 7

Learning disabled 5 1

Mentally retarded
Emotionally disturbed 2 1

Hai 7(-1 of hearing 4 1

Deaf 3

Cr ippled 2
Partially sighted 3 (*)
Blind 2 (*)

* Sampling error greater than zero but less than 0. 5 percent.

14



'Fable A. --Percent of local public schools which provided specialized
instruction or a,-,sistance by mode of specialized instruction
or assistance, type of handicapped pupils, and level of
school: 50 States and I). C. , spring 1970

Eyrie of
handicapped
pupils taught

Percent of schools
'.., 11 i C h provided any

specialized
instruction or

assistance

Percent of schools
which provided

instruction in
separate classes

Percent of schools
which provided
individualized
instruction or
assistance by

specialized
professional
personnel

All schools
Speech Unpaired Gas 41 44
Learning disabled 34 16 26
Mentally retarded 46 31 22
Erotl.onally disturbed 24 22
Hard el hearing 13 2 12
Deaf 4 3

Crippled 10 10
Partially sighted 10 9

Blind 4 (0) 3

Elementary schools

Speech impairerl 77 51 47
Learning disabled 40 18 30
Mentally retarded 45 27 24
Emotionally disturbed . 26 6 23
Hard of hearing 15 2 14
Deaf 4 1 4
Crippled II 1 10
Partially sighted 9 1 9
Blind 3 ('') 2

Secondary schools

Speech impaired 41 13 37
Learning disabled 21 11 15
Mentally retarded 49 40 16
Emotionally disturbed 13 5 21
Hard of hearing 11 1 10
Deaf . 7 1 2

Crippled 10 3 8
Partially sighted 11 1 11
Blind 6 1 6

* Percent greater than zero but less than 0. 5 percent.

15



Table B. -- Estimated relative sampling errors, in percent, for
estimates of numbers and percent of professional personnel
providing special instruction or assistance, I)y level of
school

Level of school
Estimated percent of schools reporting_the item

5 10 25 50 75 100

All schools

Elementary schools

Secondary schools

19.4 13.5 8.1 5.2 3.7 2.7

26.9 18.7 11.2 7.1 5,1 3.7

17.1 18.8 11.3 7.2 5.2 3.7

iG



APPENDIX C
RELEVANT QUESTIONNAIRE ITEMS AND DEFINITIONS

Example of Questions Asked

The same questions were asked for all nine types of handicaps,
The questions, using specific learning disabilities as an example, are
presented on pages 18 and 19.

17



PUPILS WITH SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITIES 1 )

A. Are there currently any spacial classes in this school, for PUPILS WITH SPECIFIC
LEARNING DISABILITIES?

n

No.... E >(Skip to G)

PUPILS RECEIVING ALL THEIR INSTRUCTION IN SPECIAL (OR SEPARATE) CLASSES

B. Are there currently any pupils in this school who receive ALL their instruction
(with the possible exception of physical education) in separate (or special)
classes for PUPILS WITH SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITIES? (Do not include here
pupils who receive only pert of their instruction in separate classes. Record
them in C below.)

Yes... Ell-->Number of pupils in these classes..

No....

PUPILS RECEIVING PART OF THEIR INSTRUCTION IN SEPARATE CLASSES2)

C. Are there any pupils currently enrolled in this school who receive only cart
of their instruction in separate classes in LT school, for PUPILS WITH
SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITIES? .

Yes... 0 > Number of pupils in these classes.._

No....

D. Are there any pupils currently enrolled in another school who come to this
school especially to receive part of their instruction in separate classes
for PUPILS WITH SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITIES? (Pupils are enrolled else-
where, come here pert-time for separate classes.)

e,
Yes...Li >Number of pupils from another

school in these classes

No.... L
PROFESSIONAL STAFF INSTRUCTING IN SEPARATE CLASSES2)

1)

E. Vow many professional staff now instruct in these separate classes for
PUPILS WITH SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITIES (indicated in 73r1 through 33D)?

Number instructing full-time in these classes

Number instructing pert-time in these classes

If any part-time staff are reported above, continue with 13F; otherwise, skip to G.

F. If one or more professional staff instruct cart-time in these classes, what
is the total number of "days per week" spent by all these staff members
instructing part-time in these classes?

Total clays per week

PUPILS WITH SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITIES exhibit a disorder in one or more of the
basic psychological processes involved in understanding or in using spoken or
written langeage. These nay be manifested in disorders in listening, thinking.
talking, reading, uriting, spelling, or arithmetic. They include conditions which
have been referred to as perceptual handicaps, brain injury, minimal brain dys-
function, dyslexia, developmental aphasia, etc. They do not include learning
problems which are due primarily to visual, hearing, or motor handicaps, to mental
retardation, emotional disturbance, or to environmental disadvantages.
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(Continued)

INDIVILUALIZED INSTI.;Ci'ION IN '.'11:S SOH0,31,2)

G. Are them any PUPILS WITH SPECIFIC LEAAMING
DIS7d1ILIT1ES currently enrolledin this -:hcc who receive it lividualizoi sp.ecial instcuetion for fITIES WITH

DI:.A111.1T/-: in regular classes from regular teachers?

1.1ziser Of pupils
)

No....(_ (Skip to 1.)

How ..ny regular teachers in regular classes provide individualized specialinstruction to tie pupils recorded in G aoove?

Number of regular teachers

I. Are there any PUPILS WITH SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITIES currently enrolledin this school who regularly receive individualized special instruction orassistance (not in separate classes) from specialized professional personnelother than a regular classroom teacher?

Yes... ci-------14,:ar of pupils

No.... (Skip to r()

..;pecialized -,)rcfe_;sioral personnel have as a rr..9dlar a.4sienr.ent
proeisio.1 of individualized special instruction or assistance to theis recorded in III above?

J

Number of iTucialized professional personnel

Pi.OVIs1.0:4'S FOR .,,ECIAL INSTFUCT1ON 051(1 OF THIS SCHOCL2)

K. Are there any pupils currently enrolled in this school who attend another
:ichcol and/or agency to receive individualized special instruction or to
attend .ievrate classes for PUPILS WITH SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITIES?

Yes... Li- 3 Nvzr:oer of pupils

No.... tJ

OTHER PUPILS WITH SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITIES21

L. Are there any other PUPILS WITH SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITIES currently enrolledin this school who have not been reported in questions 1113 through 131( abOve?

-Yes...
L
_I--%>Number of pupils

No.... [1

TOTAL ;+L' }!DKS OF PUPILS WITH SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITIES3)

N. What is the Total N bcr of PUPILS WITH SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITIEScurrently enrolled in this school? (Include those for whom no specialinstruction or assistance is provided, but do not include pupils enrolledin another school as reported in 0.)

Number of pupils

2) Pupils and staff can be counted in more than one instructional situation. For,xample, if a pupil is part-time in separate classes and also receives individ-ialiZed instruction in regular classes, he should be counted in both places,
3) The total number of pupils reported in '14" is not necessarily equal to the sumof all pupils reported in "B" through "L" above, since the same pupils may becounted in more than one place.
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Definitions u StACC1L.711 It >rt11 Uf Oh' (..)kit':+titnlii;tirl.

f.1.11 511.:EC,11 INIPAMNIEN nnusual rlifficulty in oral
coinmilniCation and rociitt rt t.) tructttni.

PUPILS WIA If SPECIFIC IJ:.tit-C.:ING 1)ISA.1311,11'11.:S c:thibit a disorder
in one or more of the basic ps),..diological processes involved in under-
standing or in using spoken or written language. These way be

"inanifested in disorth in listening, thinking, talking, reading, writing,
spelling, Or arithmetic. They include ,.anditions which have been
referred to as perceptual handicaps, brain injury, minimal brain
dysfunction, dyslexia, devt.lopmental aphasia, etc. They do not include
it. LI Ill 1 problems which are due primarily to visual, ho;:tring, or
in,:tor handicaps, to mental retard..tti,_ou, ernotionil disturbance, or to
environtnentt,t1.

MENIALLY RETAItI)ED 1)LIPILf:,' level of mental development is such
that these pupils have been identified by proictssionally qualified por-

.sonnH as wit flout spy,. 1.i.1 help, ) benefit frtm) tht 12. Ui11

EMOTIONALLY .DISTURBED PUPILS have been identified by profes-
stotiolly :p ilitir,ci personnel as having an emotional handicap of such a
nature and Hi verity as to require one or more special services,
wivether iir nitt such serviC\ ,:rt2

HARD-01:-.11V.ARING PUPILS' in a ring is sufficiently impaired to
require speciali/ed in:;tructio

i)131)11.:-; ort. th. tin sevcre or .)rofoun loss ;-)f hearing.

i)t:1-)II,S have physical in.pairt ents which might restrict
U't ity for e(hic. 'Ion or ---,..t.11- Support. This It'ri!l is

i 1.,111v iott,idt.rcrl t() hZivinr
1:0,* c()1142 11:101. .-111; , 1c ti palate, clubfoot, of sonic
1: tc.), s c.insed by disea.st.
onne nlosi-, cr etc.}, ar.d intpairint nts cztused by
aocidetit)- fr,icturt.- or burns v;(licl .onse contractures).

A PARTIALLY SIGHTED PUPIL'S s suffi ly inipiuirc cl to
ret-Euiri rklt.

i)upti,s ,r, or profound lo of vision.

2.0
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SRE:CIA.LI7E1) PitOFSSR)NA L PERSONNEL c)t}IL,r than
clas61-)L,rn tL.,tchyrs i I ud i u N p,..rsonnt..1 as k..ouris(,1ors, school

z-,pccch
huaring )CiaIit 't

ASSIST.i\NCE includk,s scI.N.-ic; as tiwr,ipy, tliagm)sis, tryaimunt,
Lq.c.

s (KA ERNMEN I ii11\11%::, 0} lc t- 1'014


